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Non-Final Office Action 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
states. 

2. Claims 1-4, 6-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Buckland et al., U.S. Patent 5.815,647. 

Referring to claim 1 : 

a. In column 12, lines 24-28, Buckland et al. disclose that the device driver 
has the responsibility for checking the status of any I/O operations at either the 
bridge chip or the device itself to make sure that the operation is completed 
correctly at specific points in the code (bus interface logic in communication with 
the bus, the bus interface logic generating a signal indicating the status of the 
bus). 

b. In column 12, lines 15-20, Buckland et al. disclose that a status bit in a 
register is set to signal an external interrupt to the system. Also, when the 
configuration bit is set (an isolation switch in communication with the bus), any 
further loads or stores from the CPU to the device are ignored by throwing away 
any data from the CPU on a store, and returning a value of all logical ones on 
any load operated. 
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c. In column 12, lines 61-67, Buckland et al. disclose determining whether an 
SERR# signal is present from one of the plurality of devices on the adapter cards 
in the computer system. If so, then the reset signal RST# is activated (by bridge 
chip) to the device signaling SERR#, to place the device in its reset state and 
avoid any damage to the system, while still keeping the device coupled to the 
system (isolation control logic in communication with the bus interface logic and 
the isolation switch, wherein the isolation control logic transmits an isolation 
switch control signal to the isolation switch in response to the generated bus 
status signal and a received device isolation signal). 

Referring to claim 2, in column 1 1 , lines 63-65, Buckland et al. disclose a register 
that is added to the bridge chip for storing status information (the bus interface logic 
comprises a state machine). 

Referring to claim 3, although Buckland et al. don't explicitly disclose that the bus 
interface logic comprises combinatorial logic, it is inherent to the system of Buckland et 
al. In column 12, lines 9-12, Buckland et al. disclose a recovery mode configuration bit 
is added that will be set when any error condition is present on a particular one of the 
cards in a slot. Combinatorial logic is necessary to set a bit in a digital system. 

Referring to claim 4, in column 12, lines 55-67, Buckland et al. disclose the 
bridge chip monitors the bus for the SERR# signal (the bus interface logic monitors all 
bus transactions). 

Referring to claim 6, although Buckland et al. don't explicitly disclose that the 
isolation control logic comprises combinatorial logic, it is inherent to the system of 
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Buckland et al. Combinatorial logic is necessary for extracting the configuration bit (see 
column 12, lines 5-23). 

Referring to claim 7, in column 12, lines 24-41, Buckland et al. disclose that the 
device driver has responsibility for checking the status of any I/O operations at either 
the bridge chip, or the device itself to make sure that the operation is completed 
correctly at specific points in the code (instructions being executed). A register will 
contain some bit where, e.g. a logical 0 will indicate that there is no error present and 
the device driver can read the information from the I/O device. However, if the status bit 
in the register contains a logical 1 and the bridge chip is holding the device in the reset 
state (RST# active), then when the device driver reads the information from the device 
all the bits will be set to logical ones, thus, indicating to the driver that the operation did 
not complete properly (wherein the isolation control logic receives the device isolation 
signal from logic monitoring the operational status of the system). 

Referring to claims 8 and 9, in column 2, lines 63-65, Buckland et al. disclose a 
flow chart for hot plugging adapter cards into the I/O slots. Further, in column 7, lines 
47-67 continued in column 8, lines 1-16, Buckland et al. disclose an electromechanical 
sensing device that provides the card presence signal (the hot-plug logic element 
generates the device isolation signal responsive to the physical removal of the device 
from its slot). A process will determine that a card exists in the slot, since it is being 
assumed that a card is being removed. The user will initiate this process by inputting 
commands, or the like to the computer system, via a keyboard, mouse, stylus, or other 
I/O device. These commands may require the user to provide certain information, such 
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as which one of a plurality of slots is to be re-configured, or the like. At the next step, 
the operating system, such as the Disk Operating System (DOS), OS/2, AIX, or the like 
(OS/2 and AIX are trademarks of IBM Corp.) causes all data processing activity 
between the adapter and the remainder of the computer system to be ceased. 
Subsequently, a reset RST# signal is issued from the bridge chip to the I/O slot. The 
RST# signal is also sent to reset detector, which in turn transmits a control signal to 
bridge control logic. Then, the I/O bridge chip decouples the secondary bus from the 
primary I/O bus. This decoupling is accomplished by a control signal, which is sent from 
bridge control logic to the I/O bridge chip. Based on the detection of the RST# signal 
slot reset detector also sends a control signal to the power control logic, indicating that 
the power to the slot should be gradually reduced (ramped down). The power is then 
decreased (the isolation control logic receives the device isolation signal from a hot-plug 
logic element). 

Referring to claims 1 0 and 1 1 , in column 1 1 , lines 2-3, Buckland et al. disclose 
that address parity errors are reported with a system error signal (SERR#). Further, in 
column 12, lines 61-67, Buckland et al. disclose determining whether an SERR# signal 
is present from one of the plurality of devices on the adapter cards in the computer 
system. If so, then the reset signal RST# is activated (by bridge chip) to the device 
signaling SERR#, to place the device in its reset state and avoid any damage to the 
system, while still keeping the device coupled to the system (the isolation control logic 
receives the device isolation signal from protocol checker logic monitoring the validity of 
bus transactions). 
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Referring to claim 12, on a PCI bus it is inherent that the bus transactions are 
communicated on the bus in relation to clock cycles. 

3. Claims 1, 2, 4, 5, 7-10, and 14-29 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Goodrum et al., U.S. Patent 6,032,271. 
Referring to claim 1 : 

a. In column 1 , lines 40-41 , Goodrum et al. disclose a watcher that includes 
a bus timer to monitor the bus to detect the bus hang condition (bus interface 
logic in communication with the bus, the bus interface logic generating a signal 
indicating the status of the bus). 

b. In column 1 , lines 28-31 , Goodrum et al. disclose a fault isolation 
controller that includes circuitry for turning off the devices when a faulty condition 
is detected (an isolation switch in communication with the bus). 

c. In column 1 , lines 28-31 , Goodrum et al. disclose a fault isolation 
controller (isolation control logic in communication with the bus interface logic 
and the isolation switch). 

d. In column 1 , lines 37-45, Goodrum et al. disclose that the fault isolation 
controller is used to turn devices off by powering them off. The devices are 
coupled to a bus, and the faulty condition includes a bus hang condition. The 
watcher includes a bus timer to monitor the bus to detect the bus hang condition. 
The bus hang condition is present if the bus timer expires. The fault isolation 
controller is used to turn off the devices when the bus hang condition is detected 
and to turn the devices back on to test the device (wherein the isolation control 
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logic transmits an isolation switch control signal to the isolation switch is 
response to the generated bus status signal and a received device isolation 
signal). 

Referring to claim 2, in column 1 , lines 52-53, Goodrum et al. disclose that the 
watcher includes a storage device for storing information on the bus associated with the 
faulty condition (the bus interface logic comprises a state machine). 

Referring to claim 4, in column 1 , lines 40-41 , Goodrum et al. disclose a watcher 
that includes a bus timer to monitor the bus to detect the bus hang condition (the bus 
interface logic monitors all bus transactions). 

Referring to claims 5 and 14, in column 1, lines 26-59, Goodrum et al. teach 
detecting a bus hang condition by monitoring a watchdog timer indicating that there 
hasn't been any activity on the bus (the bus status signal generated by the bus interface 
logic indicates that the bus is idle). 

Referring to claim 7, in column 1, lines 37-45, Goodrum et al. disclose that the 
fault isolation controller is used to turn devices off by powering them off. The devices 
are coupled to a bus, and the faulty condition includes a bus hang condition. The 
watcher includes a bus timer to monitor the bus to detect the bus hang condition. The 
bus hang condition is present if the bus timer expires. The fault isolation controller is 
used to turn off the devices when the bus hang condition is detected and to turn the 
devices back on to test the device (the isolation control logic receives the device 
isolation signal from logic monitoring the operational status of the system). 
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Referring to claims 8 and 9, in column 69, line 16 through column 71 , line 30, 
Goodrum et al. teach that the isolation control logic receives the device isolation signal 
from a hot-plug logic element and that the hot-plug logic element generates the device 
isolation signal responsive to the physical removal of the device from the slot. 

Referring to claim 10, in column 2, lines 29-32, Goodrum et al. disclose that the 
invention features a computer system having a bus, a watcher for detecting an illegal 
condition on the bus and a storage device for storing information on the bus associated 
with the illegal condition (the isolation control logic receives the device isolation signal 
from protocol checker logic monitoring the validity of bus transactions). 

Referring to claim 15, in column 1 , lines 40-41 , Goodrum et al. disclose a 
watcher that includes a bus timer to monitor the bus to detect the bus hang condition (a 
timer measuring elapsed time). 

Referring to claim 16, in column 87, lines 41-50, Goodrum et al. teach that the 
timer measures elapsed time relative to a system event. 

Referring to claim 17, in column 87, lines 43-44, Goodrum et al. disclose that if 
the watchdog timer expires, then the bus has hung (a timeout signal is generated in 
response to the elapsed time exceeding a predetermined threshold). 

Referring to claim 18, in column 87, lines 51-55, Goodrum et al. disclose that 
when the watchdog timer expires, the bus hang pending bit is set active in the bus-hang 
indication register. When set active, the bus hang pending bit disables the bus watcher. 
Next, the slot enable bits in the SIO are cleared, causing the slots to be powered off. 
Further, in column 88, lines 23-35, Goodrum et al. disclose resetting the bus so that the 
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bus watcher can be re-enabled (the isolation control logic transmits a bus reset signal 
responsive to receiving both the device isolation signal and the timeout signal from the 
timer). 

Referring to claims 19 and 24: 

a. In column 1 , lines 28-31 , Goodrum et al. disclose a fault isolation 
controller that includes circuitry for turning off the devices when a faulty condition 
is detected (receiving a signal identifying a bus device to be isolated, the bus 
device performing a bus transaction). 

b. In column 1 , lines 40-41 , Goodrum et al. disclose a watcher that includes 
a bus timer to monitor the bus to detect the bus hang condition (receiving a bus 
status signal). 

c. In column 1 , lines 37-45, Goodrum et al. disclose that the fault isolation 
controller is used to turn devices off by powering them off. The devices are 
coupled to a bus, and the faulty condition includes a bus hang condition. The 
watcher includes a bus timer to monitor the bus to detect the bus hang condition. 
The bus hang condition is present if the bus timer expires. The fault isolation 
controller is used to turn off the devices when the bus hang condition is detected 
and to turn the devices back on to test the device (transmitting an isolation switch 
control signal responsive to both the received device isolation signal and the 
received bus status signal). 

Referring to claims 20 and 25, in column 1, lines 28-31, Goodrum et al. disclose 
a fault isolation controller that includes circuitry for turning off the devices when a faulty 
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condition Is detected (the step of isolating the identified bus device from the bus 
responsive to the received bus device isolation signal). 

Referring to claims 21 and 27, in column 1, lines 37-38, Goodrum et al. disclose 
that the fault isolation controller is used to turn devices off by powering them off (the 
step of inhibiting bus access). 

Referring to claims 22 and 28, in column 87, lines 41-50, Goodrum et al. disclose 
that the bus watcher includes a watchdog timer to determine whether the secondary bus 
has locked up (the bus status signal indicating that the bus is not idle). If the watchdog 
timer expires (receiving a timeout signal), then the bus has hung. Further, in column 88, 
lines 23-35, Goodrum et al. disclose resetting the bus so that the bus watcher can be 
re-enabled (resetting the bus responsive to receiving both the timeout signal and the 
bus status signal indicating that the bus is not idle). 

Referring to claims 23 and 29, in column 90, lines 13-24, Goodrum et al. disclose 
that the bus hang recovery state machine ensures that the secondary PCI bus is 
brought back to the idle state to allow the software to isolate the faulty slot. When the 
hang condition is detected, the SIO powers down the secondary bus slots, which would 
automatically place the bus into the idle state if one of the slot devices was the bus 
master when the hang condition occurred. However, if one of the slot devices was the 
target (and the bridge chip was the master) when the bus hang occurred, then the 
bridge chip would remain on the bus. To take the bridge chip off the bus, the recovery 
state machine forces a retry cycle on the PCI bus by asserting the signal STOP. sub 
(wherein step (b) comprises isolating the bus controller from the bus). 
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Referring to claim 26, in column 1, lines 28-31, Goodrum et al. disclose that the 
fault isolation controller includes circuitry for turning off the devices when a faulty 
condition is detected and turns the devices back on to test the devices (the bus device 
isolation means comprises an isolation switch). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

4. Claim 13 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 



5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Edwards, Jr. 
Karppanen 
Goodrum et al. 
Grieshaber et al. 
Guthrie et al. 
Fisher et al. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael C Maskulinski whose telephone number is (703) 
308-6674. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 9:30-6:00. 
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US 2002/0129303 Al 
U.S. Patent 6,321,286 B1 
U.S. Patent 6,598,106 B1 
U.S. Patent 5,784,576 
U.S. Patent 5,572,685 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert W Beausoliel can be reached on (703) 305-9713. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 
872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
3900. 
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